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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S. C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

2. This application currently names joint inventors. In considering patentability of the 
claims under 35 U.S. C. 103(a), the examiner presumes that the subject matter of the various 
claims was commonly owned at the time any inventions covered therein were made absent any 
evidence to the contrary. Applicant is advised of the obligation under 37 CFR 1.56 to point out 
the inventor and invention dates of each claim that was not commonly owned at the time a later 
invention was made in order for the examiner to consider the applicability of 35 U.S.C. 103(c) 
and potential 35 U.S.C. 102(e), (f) or (g) prior art under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 

3. Claims 1-3 and 5 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Shoobridge et al (US 6,326,926) in view of Naeini et al (US 5,233,643) further in view of 
Berliner et al (US 6,73 1,908). 

For claim 1, Shoobridge et al disclose in a system for providing wireless data 
communication using a first protocol (figure 3, col. 7 lines 1-3), said system having access points 
(figure 1, references 24, col. 5 line 7) for conducting wireless data communications with mobile 
units (figure 1, reference 36, col. 5 line 34) using said first protocol (figure 3, col. 7 lines 1-3), a 
method for conducting communications with an access point (figure 2, reference 54, col. 6 line 
5) comprising providing said access point (figure 2, reference 54) with operating according to a 
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second wireless data communications protocol (figure 2, col. 5 lines 64-65), and conducting 
communications with said access point (figure 3, reference 54b) using said second wireless data 
communications protocol (figure 3, col. 6 lines 65-66). 

Shoobridge et al do not disclose conducting out of band management communications. In 
an analogous art, Naeini et al disclose conducting out of band management communications (col 
13 lines 32-33). 

One skilled in the art would have recognized conducting out of band management 
communications to use the teachings of Naeini et al in the system of Shoobridge et al. Therefore, 
it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention, to use 
the conducting out of band management communications as taught by Naeini et al in Shoobridge 
et al's system with the motivation being to provide subscriber's transceiver capable of 
redirecting, answering and otherwise managing in-band communications regardless of subscriber 
location (col. 13 lines 34-36). 

However, Shoobridge et al in view of Naeini et al do not disclose a radio module. In an 
analogous art, Berliner et al disclose a radio module (figure 3B, reference 103-2, col. 8 lines 62- 
65). 

One skilled in the art would have recognized a radio module to use the teachings of 
Berliner et al in the system of Shoobridge et al. therefore, it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention, to use the radio module as taught by Berliner 
et al in Shoobridge et al's system with the motivation being handled distance measurement RF 
transmissions and possible other communications, such as Bluetooth communications (col. 8 
lines 63-65). 
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For claim 2, Shoobridge et al disclose wherein said first protocol is 802. 1 1 Protocol (col. 
7 lines 1-3). 

For claim 3, Shoobridge et al disclose wherein said second wireless data communications 
protocol is Bluetooth (col. 6 lines 65-66). 

For claim 5, Shoobridge et al disclose wherein said second wireless data communications 
protocol is Bluetooth (col. 6 lines 65-66). 

4. Claims 4 and 6-7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Shoobridge et al (US 6,326,926) in view of Naeini et al (US 5,233,643) and Berliner et al (US 
6,73 1,908) further in view of Niimi et al (US 5,996,028). 

For claims 4 and 7, Shoobridge et al in view of Naeini et al and Berliner et al do not 
disclose wherein said conducting management communications includes authenticating said 
communications. In an analogous art, Niimi et al disclose wherein said conducting management 
communications includes authenticating said communications (col 1 lines 29-32). Niimi et al 
disclose wherein said conducting management communications includes authenticating said 
communications (col. 1 lines 29-32 as set forth in claim 7). 

One skilled in the art would have recognized wherein said conducting management 
communications includes authenticating said communications to use the teachings of Niimi et al 
in the system of Shoobridge et al. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill 
in the art at the time of the invention, to use the wherein said conducting management 
communications includes authenticating said communications as taught by Niimi et al in 
Shoobridge et al's system with the motivation being to provide radio communication apparatus 
have detachable memories in which private information is stored (col. 1 lines 26-27). 
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For claim 6, Berliner et al in view of Shoobridge et al and Naeini et al and Niimi et al 
disclose wherein said conducting management communications includes associating said radio 
module as a slave unit (col. 8 lines 61-65). 

5. Claims 8-10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Berliner et al 
(US 6,73 1,908) in view of Maruyama (US 6,816,73 1). 

For claim 8, Berliner et al disclose distance measurement using half-duplex RF 
techniques, comprising: 

a first interface (figure 3B, reference 101) for conducting data communications with one 
or more computers (col. 8 lines 1-5); 

a first radio module (figure 3B, reference 103-1) using a first protocol for transmitting 
wireless data messages received at said first interface and for receiving and relaying data 
messages via said first interface (col. 8 lines 14-15 and col. 8 lines 52-54); 

at least one processor (figure 3B, reference 102) connected to said first interface (figure 
3B, reference 101) and said radio module (figure 3B, reference 103-1) for controlling said access 
point (figure 3B, reference 100) (col. 8 lines 8-9 and col. 8 lines 57-59); and 

a second radio module (figure 3B, reference 103-2) operating using a second wireless 
data communications protocol, different from said first protocol, for providing wireless data 
communications with said processor (figure 3B, reference 102) (col. 8 lines 57-59 and col. 8 
lines 62-65). However, Berliner et al do not disclose said processor having a port. In an 
analogous art, Maruyama discloses said processor having a port (col. 1 lines 55-56). 

One skilled in the art would have recognized a processor having a port to use the 
teachings of Maruyama in the system of Berliner et al. Therefore, it would have been obvious to 
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one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention, to use the processor having a port as 
taught by Maruyama in Berliner et al's system with the motivation being to connected with the 
control terminals of the TX/RX part 86B and of the transmission path interfacing part 9 IB (col. 1 
lines 55-57). 

For claim 9, Berliner et al disclose wherein said second radio module is arranged to 
operate as a slave module using a master slave protocol (col. 8 lines 61-65). 

For claim 10, Berliner et al disclose wherein said second radio module is arranged to 
operate as a slave module using the Bluetooth protocol (col. 8 lines 61-65). 
6. Claim 1 1 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Berliner et al (US 
6,73 1,908) in view of Maruyama (US 6,8 16,73 1) further in view of Smeets (US 6,633979). 

For claim 1 1, Berliner et al do not disclose wherein said processor is further arranged to 
authenticate communications via said second radio module. In an analogous art, Smeets discloses 
wherein said processor is further arranged to authenticate communications via said second radio 
module (col. 5 lines 6-10). 

One skilled in the art would have recognized wherein said processor is further arranged to 
authenticate communications via said second radio module to use the teachings of Smeets in the 
system of Berliner et al. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art 
at the time of the invention, to use the wherein said processor is further arranged to authenticate 
communications via said second radio module as taught by Smeets in Berliner et al's system 
with the motivation being to produce a COF 50 value that each of the nodes remembers (col. 5 
line 1-3). 
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7. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Toan D Nguyen whose telephone number is 703-305-0140. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Monday- Friday (7:00AM-4:30PM). 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Mr. Huy Vu can be reached on ***. The fax phone number for the organization 
where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
TN 




